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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WEDNESDAY, MAY 20, 1936

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

We thank Thee, our Father in Heaven, that we are per-
mitted to bow at the altar of prayer. For at Thy mercy
seat burdens are rolled away; at Thy touch we have gone
on our way rejoicing. In all our problems we need Him who
taught us the spirit of good will and how to make beautiful
the thresholds of home, school, and church. We thank
Thee for the providential blessings of happy firesides, for
social delights, for friendships, and for all those satisfac-
tions and joys of a just and worthy life. We praise Thee for
this radiant day. O, happy is he who looks up through the
fluttering leaves and sees God’s love, who sees the bright
depths of the deep blue sky and feels that it is a canopy
of blessing; may we look deeper and feel that an infinite God
is at the heart of all. Through Jesus Christ our Lord.
Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Horne, its enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amend-
ments, in which the concurrence of the House is requested,
a bill of the House of the following title:

H.R.9185. An act fo insure the collection of the revenue
on intoxicating ligquor, to provide for the more efficient and
economical administration and enforcement of the laws re-
lating to the taxation of intoxicating liquor, and for other
purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate insists upon
its amendments to the foregoing bill, requests a conference
with the House thereon, and appoints Mr. King, Mr. BARKLEY,
and Mr. Caprer to be the conferees on the part of the Senate.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. CROSS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to address the House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. CROSS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, far fo the southwest
on this side of the Rio Grande is a vast empire called Texas.
The Colorado and Brazos, the two main rivers of that region,
rise in New Mexico and find their way to the Gulf through
the great centfral agricultural basin of the State. The
Brazos in crossing Texas traverses some 900 miles before
reaching the Gulf, while the Colorado does approximately
the same. The drainage area of the Brazos is 44,600 square
miles, while that of the Colorado is 41,500, the two together
being an area more than twice as large as the State of Ohio.
And within their watersheds is 40 percent of the population
of the State, or some 2,400,000 people. The valleys that
flank these streams are unsurpassed in fertility. They are
dotted with many thousands of farms, and upon which de-
pends the prosperity of hundreds of towns and cities. These
streams on an average of every 5 years are subject to devas-
tating floods, submerging between three and five million
acres of land and causing the loss of many lives, as well as
the destruction of untold millions of dollars in livestock and
crops, to say nothing of the enormous damage resulting from
erosion and soil depletion.

For many years not only the people, the cities and towns
that depend upon the products of these rich valleys for sup-
port, but all Texas has looked to the day when these floods
would be controlled and the frightful loss of life and prop-
erty brought to an end. Before applying to governmental
agencies for a loan to construct the necessary dams to con-
trol these floods so destructive of life and property, the State,
in order to show its good faith and to demonstrate beyond
any question that these projects would be self-liquidating,
in the case of the Brazos project passed an act setting aside
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the taxes to accrue from 10 counties over a period of 20
years to be added to the money to be obtained from the sale
of hydroelectric energy to be generated at these dams,
while an act was also passed by the legislature in the in-
terest of the Colorado project. With such showings, both
applications were promptly approved.

Texas was thrilled by this good news, for it was not only
to result in the employment of thousands whose families
were in dire need of food and clothing but it also meant
the coming true of a dream long and devoutly wished. But
this exaltation was fated to furn info the gall of bitfer dis-
appointment through the greed-impeliled, selfish activities
of a great monopolistic holding company domiciled at 2
Rector Street, New York, in ordering its puppet officials of
the power companies in Texas to hie themselves 2,000 miles
away fto the city of Washington and to file in the Federal
court of this district an injunction suit to restrain and pre-
vent the governmental agencies from making these loans on
the ground that it would result in hydro-electric energy gen-
erated at these flood-control dams coming in competition
with their unconscionable monopolistic rates, contrary, as
they claim, to the due process of law clause of the Consti-
tution, and prayed that the court issue an injunction and
thus permit these floods to continue uncontrolled to destroy
the lives and property of the people in order that this mo-
nopolistic holding company might continue to enrich itself
by collecting exorbitant tribute from the users of electricity.

Mr. Speaker, the lamented Will Rogers, the great philos-
opher-humorist, who constanly spoke as one inspired, de-
clared: “A holding company is jus like a fence that holds
the stolen booty while the actual thieves escape from the
law.”

Mr. Speaker, in other words, a holding company is a cor-
porate pirate devised by high-financiering buccaneers that
neither produces, distributes, nor performs any necessary
service, but under our dual system of government furnishes
an ideal device for the monopolization of public utilities,
enabling a few men with butf little investment, by interlock-
ing directors and manipulating through a chain of so-called
holding companies to control and milk producing companies,
and in so doing collect exorbitant tribute from the people.
And this money, though sorely needed to do the money work
in the communities where the power plant operates, is daily
transported to some distant city where the holding company
and its brood of alias subholding companies are domiciled.

Mr, Speaker, the Federal Trade Commission, after several
years of delving into the mysteries of these holding and sub-
holding companies, has revealed the faci that almost with-
out exception the master minds that control and manipulate
these devices are those greaf captains of finance, the Morgans
and Mellons, the Du Ponts, and Rockefellers.

Since the Texas Power & Light Co. which operates in my
district is non-hydraulic and the rates charged by it are
comparable to those charged by other power companies con-
frolled by holding companies throughout the Nation, I am
going to use this company to illustrate to you what the power
companies that operate in your districts are doing to your
constituents.

That superholding company, the Electric Bond & Share
with its four monster sub-holding companies, the American &
Foreign Power & Light, the American Power & Light, the
National Power & Light, and the Electric Light & Power
Corporation, are all domiciled at 2 Rector Street, New York,
and are controlled and manipulated by the house of Mor-
gan. The first named operates in foreign countries, while
the three latter confine their activities exclusively fo this
country, controlling power or producing companies in 36 of
the States.

These sub-holding companies are only so many corporate
aliases for Electric Bond & Share, by means of which it
juggles water into controlling stock and fictitious loans into
mortgage bonds in order to build up a stupendous, fraudulent
rate base.

So in presenting the Texas Power & Light Co. as a typical
example of what happens when a holding company controls
& power or producing company, and in order to simplify and
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avoid confusion wherever the Electric Bond & Share holding
company acts through an alias sub-holding company, I shall
use the name of the holding company, the Electric Bond &
Share.

The thriving and prosperous cities of Temple, Waco, Hills-
boro, Waxahachie, Cleburne, Sherman, and Bonham are
located in seven of the State’s banner agricultural black-
land counties. In the latter part of 1911 the Electric Bond
& Share Co. purchased the power plants in these cities and
in the early part of 1912 organized and secured a charter
from the State for the Texas Power & Light Co. The Elec-
tric Bond & Share holding company paid for these seven
properties as shown by the records furnished to the Fed-
eral Trade Commission $2,065,000. The Electric Bond &
Share further claimed that including certain moneys it had
advanced, together with the cost of the options and the se-
curing of the Texas Power & Light Co.’s charter, it was out
an additional $325,000, making these properties cost it all
told $2,390,000.

The Electric Bond & Share then conveyed these properties
to its creature, the Texas Power & Light Co., and had its
Punch and Judy officers and directors to pay for them by
issuing not $2,390,000 in stock, but $1,500,000 in debentures
or promissory lien notes, drawing 6 percent; 1,000 non-voting
shares, $100 par value, totaling $1,000,000; 1,610,000 common
or voting shares, $5 a share no par value, totaling $8,050,000,
or a grand total of $10,550,000. And so, not $2,390,000, but
$10,550,000, was entered upon the books of the Texas Power
& Light Co. as the cost of these properties and formed the
base upon which to fix the rates that consumers of elec-
tricity were to pay, instead of $2,390,000.

The Electric Bond & Share Co. then sold to the people of
Texas this $1,000,000 of 7-percent preferred stock and also
disposed of the $1,500,000 of 6-percent debentures—making
$2,500,000—and so got back the $2,390,000 that it had paid
out, and had plus a bonus of $110,000, plus $8,050,000 of
common stock carrying complete control of the Texas Power
& Light Co. that had cost the Electric Bond & Share Co.
$110,000 less than nothing.

The Electric Bond & Share Co. then had its puppet offi-
cials of the Texas Power & Light Co. to execute a so-called
service contract, whereby the Electric Bond & Share Co. is
to employ for the Texas Power & Light Co. all bookkeepers,
adjusters, accountants, and engineers. That provides that
the Texas Power & Light Co. is to pay to these employees
such sums for their services as the Eleciric Bond & Share
sees fit to designate. It further provides that in the case
of all sums paid by the Texas Power & Light Co. to book-
keepers, adjusters, and accountants, the Texas Power &
Light Co. is to pay 50 percent of that sum, or one-half of
that amount, to the Electric Bond & Share Co. And that in
the case of all sums paid out for engineering service, 90
percent over and above that must be paid to the Electric
Bond & Share. So that if the Texas Power & Light Co. pays
$20,000 to bookkeepers, adjusters, and accountants, it must
then pay $10,000 to the Electric Bond & Share Co., making
this service cost the Texas Power & Light Co. $30,000. If
the Texas Power & Light Co. pays out the sum of $20,000
tc employees for engineering services, the Texas Power &
Light must pay $18,000 to the Electric Bond & Share, mak-
ing this service cost the Texas Power & Light Co. $38,000.
And these sums are entered upon the books of the Texas
Power & Light Co. as operating cost and go into the rate
base., So that the more the Electric Bond & Share Co. re-
quires the Texas Power & Light Co. to pay these employees,
the more the Electric Bond & Share Co. gets from this
source out of the Texas Power & Light, and the higher the
rate base of the Texas Power & Light Co. is inflated.

This so-called service contract further provides that the
Texas Power & Light Co. is to turn over to the Electric
Bond & Share Co. 115 percent of its gross revenues monthly,
And this is entered on the books of the Texas Power &
Light Co. as operating expense.

And then this holding company, the Electric Bond &
Share, organized the Texas Construction Co., domiciled in
its offices at 2 Rector Street, New York, the stock of which
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is exclusively owned by the Electric Bond & Share, and to
which all contracts for improvements and extensions by the
Texas Power & Light Co. are to be let without competition,
and with no other check except the tender conscience of the
Electric Bond & Share., And however exorbitant these
charges may be, they go on the books of the Texas Power &
Light Co. as capital invested and inflate the rate base.

Mr. Speaker, the sole purpose of holding companies in the
field of public utilities is to monopolize and by controlling
producing companies to enrich themselves by forcing the
consumers of electricity to pay exorbitant rates. This is
done first by increasing the rate base through inflating the
capital structure of the producing companies with watered
stock and, second, by giving fictitious values through write-
ups to their physical properties.

In this company I am using as a typical example, the
Texas Power & Light Co., and in which the first big swindle
took place immediately after it was organized by the Elec-
tric Bond & Share, when there was a write-up from $2,390,-
000 to $10,550,000. These write-ups have been continued
from time to time, and markedly so whenever the Electric
Bond & Share had additional plants under its control trans-
ferred to this producing company. So that these original
properties, together with the additions, as a result of these
write-ups, are valued at more than $80,000,000. And as these
producing companies under the control of the Electric Bond
& Share holding company were transferred to the Texas
Power & Light Co., a sufficient amount of non-voting pre-
ferred stock was sold to the people of Texas to reimburse
the holding company, the Electric Bond & Share, whatever
sums it had been ouf plus a block of vote-carrying common
stock as a bonus. As a result the people in Texas have in-
vested $6,500,000 in 7-percent preferred stock and $6,878,600
of 6-percent preferred stock, making $13,378,600, and which
is destined to be wiped out by the foreclosure of the fictitious
bonded indebtedness. To anyone who is familiar with the
properties of this company and their actual value, it is
patent that the people in Texas who put up this $13,378,600,
through the purchase of preferred stock, have furnished
every dollar that has actually gone into them and that no
benefit accrued to the Texas Power & Light Co. as a resuit
of this bonded indebtedness, but that it enriched the coffers
of the Electric Bond & Share holding company to the detri-
ment of the preferred stockholders and the consumers of
electricity.

Now, in order to make the assets comparable to the lia-
bilities—that is, to the capital stock of $33,443,976, more
than $20,000,000 of which was manufactured out of water,
carrying 100-percent control in the hands of the holding
company, and the bended indebtedness of $45,405,000 as
well as other indebtedness—a number of sky-high write-
ups of the physical properties of this company had to be
made, until the company’s statement in December 1934
shows its physical properties valued at $86,104,472. And this
enormous sum resting on fictitious values becomes the rate
base on the theory that it represents capital invested and
upon which the courts hold the company is entitled to a
reasonable return.

The only pericd for which the Securities and Exchange
Commission has data showing the amount of dividends paid
on common and preferred stock covers the 6 years from
1929 to 1934, inclusive, which were depression years. And
for that 6-year period the holding company received as divi-
dends on its common water bonus stock $8,400,000, while
the holders of the preferred stock, who paid for it their
good hard-earned money, only received $4,734,349.

Thus the holding company, the Electric Bond & Share,
receives practically twice as much in dividends on its water-
bonus stock as the preferred-stock holders who put up their
hard-earned money. Then add to the hclding company’s
watered stock dividends ifs exorbitant profits accruing from
the Texas Construction Co., plus its so-called service-con-
tract profits, plus interest on many millicns of pretended
loans, and you have a concrete example of holding-company
high financiering. This is one of the smaller of the many,
many producing companies controlled by the Electric Bond
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& Share holding company and used by it as a tribute collec-
tor from the consumers of electricity.

While comparisons may be odious, I am going to give you
one which at least furnishes food for thought. The little
town of Garland, with some 1,500 population, in Congress-
man SuMNER’S district, has a small municipal plant and ships
its fuel several hundred miles, from Oklahoma. This fact,
in addition to its being a one-unit plant, makes its over-
head extremely high., It is true that this little plant is not
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the city in services several times what the taxes would
amount to, for it not only pumps the water that supplies
the city free but in addition furnishes all municipal and
street lights free, and it is known as the best lighted town
of its size in Texas. This little plant clears, as shown by
data furnished by the city secretary, between four and five
thousand dollars a year. The following is a comparison of
the rates charged by this little municipal plant to the citi-
zens in Garland with the rates charged the citizens of
Killeen, a town of similar size, by the Texas Power & Light Co.:

ELECTRIC RATE SURVEY—TEXAS
TaABLE 1—Typical net monthly bills, residential service, Jan. 1, 1835
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And this in spite of the fact that the Texas Power & Light
Co.’s overhead is reduced to a minimum, distributing from
a central generating plant located at its own fuel mine, to
say nothing of the advantages in reduced prices of equip-
ment that accrue to it as a result of buying in large quan-
tities,

The money spent by the consumers of electricity in Gar-
land remains in the community to do the money work of
the community, while the money spent for electricity by
the people of Killeen is exported more than 2,000 miles away
to 2 Rector Street, New York.

If the Electric Bond & Share holding company had not
gotten control of these properties and they had been con-
trelled and managed by those who put the money in them,
not only could their dividends and the wages of their em-
ployees been greatly increased, but the rates to the consum-
ers of electricity reduced practically 50 percent, and the
millions that are now annually exported to 2 Rector Street,
New York, would remain in Texas. As it is the sum now
taken out of Texas by the Electric Bond & Share through
its three subholding companies, the American Power &
Light, the National Power & Light, and the Electric Light
& Power Corporation, over a period of 5 years, amounts ap-
proximately to what an entire year’s cotton crop of the State
will sell for.

Last year, during the consideration of the Wheeler-Ray-
burn or holding-company bill, propaganda reached an all-
time high—with the holding companies pouring out millions,
providing a heyday of golden prosperity for lobbyists. Wash-
ington swarmed with them of every hue and fype, the
friendship lobbyist, the social lobbyist, the political threat-
ening lobbyist. Night after night men and women, posing
as heads of high-sounding, memberless, fake organizations,
repeated parroflike, over a Nation-wide radio hook-up,
speeches prepared by the $60,000-a-year publicity agent of
the holding companies, appealing to their victims upon
whom they had unloaded so-called preferred stock to come
to see, to write, or wire their Senators and Congressmen to
vote against the bill or be ruined. You remember how
we were swamped and flooded with telegrams identical in
form, tens of thousands of which were shown by the Sen-
ate Committee on Lobbying to be forgeries; the evidence
disclosing that some of the officials of the producing com-
panies, the creatures of the holding companies, had in-
structed their employees to take city directories and to forge
all the names in them to telegrams and send them to Sen-
ators and Congressmen. Ii was developed later by the Sen-
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ate Committee to Investigate Lobbying that instead of being
against it, practically all of the people whose names were
forged to these telegrams were ardently in favor of the bill.
Under the Constitution, which specifically provides that our
constituents shall have the right to petition us expressing
their views on legislation, in committing these forgeries, the
officials of these holding companies, acting through their
puppet officials of producing companies, were committing for-
geries in the very shadow of treason. While then as now
we heard their hypocritical wails that if Congress passed
this bill and choked them loose.from their victim it would
be a violation of the Constitution. And many members of
the legal profession, who put pelf above patriotism and
“crook the pregnant hinges of the knee where thrift might
follow fauning”, joined in the wail.

As a result of the investigations of the Federal Trade Com-
mission, of the House and Senate Lobby Investigating Com-
mittees, as well as the hearings on the Wheeler-Rayburn bill
before the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee,
which was so ably assisted by their attorney, Dr. Splawn, we
now know what methods these holding companies have pur-
sued in so long throttling any laws being enacted that would
materially interfere with their carrying on this Nation-wide
racket of rackets. We now know it was the result of care-
fully fostered powerful political influences, for these hearings
reveal the fact that they not only managed to get much of
the preferred stock into the hands of prominent influential
men, including outstanding ministers pf the gospel, but also
wherever possible they would unload a block of it upon some
organization that might be used in putting pressure upon leg-
islative bodies to defeat any bill that would tend to prevent
their hijacking manipulations, as was done by the Texas
Power & Light Co. when it unloaded such a block on the
Texas Federation of Women's Clubs. We know now how the
press was to be kept friendly by instructions sent out to the
puppet officials of producing companies to run extended ads
in all the local papers, and, as stated in the instructions, that
it was not for the purpose of selling electricity, but to silence
and keep down criticism.

While a fearless independent press is the food upon which
liberty feeds and grows, a subsidized press is to it a most
deadly poison.

And we know, too, from these lobbying investigations the
tactics their speakers were instructed to use in addressing
chambers of commerce, luncheon clubs, and other organiza-
tions. And then in rounding out their political set-up how
zealous they are to place on their dummy boards of directors
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men of outstanding political influence, such as the head of
some great denominational institution. When such a man
will permit himself to be used in this way to serve their pur-
pose, the holding company sees to it that his picture appears
on the front page of every newspaper in the section where
that company operates, advertising it in box-car letters, to be
paid for by the consumers of electricity, that he had been
placed upon their board of directors. And though he is as
ignorant of the power industry as the holding company is of
God’s plan of salvation, it tickles the one’s vanity while
strengthening the political set-up of the other.

But it was reserved for that super-holding company, the
Electric Bond & Share, to conceive and promulgate that
master plot of treachery that must have made angels weep
and demons rejoice. The Lobby Investigation Committee of
the Senate performed a glorious service for their country
when they exposed this diabolical plan. Yes; it happened
here, and is happening here today. Listen to the plan:

First, set up a militant organization of the security owners
of America, with a “war chest” of something like $200,000,000
for the purpose of destroying the New Deal. Second, “em-
ploy the services of the most astute political publicists and
lobbyists to be found in the country.” * * * Third,
demand “a congressional investigation of the ‘brain trust’
* * * designed to expose it to public contempt.” Fourth,
start “a whispering campaign designed to create popular
suspicion that the New Dealer in Chief is insane, discrediting
him.” Fifth, “liquidate the Federal Trade and Interstate
Commerce Commissions.” Sixth, set up a “program by pri-
vate industry, acting through the United States Chamber of
Commerce.” Seventh, “engage outstanding national figures,
such as Nicholas Murray Butler, Edwin S. Kemmerer, Newton
D. Baker, and others, to act as mouthpieces and release pub-
licity ®* * * upon the middle-class citizenry.” Seventh,
“support in 1936 political campaign for President and
congressional candidates, regardless of party, who pledge
themselves to support the program of the security owners’
organization.”

And then incorporated in this plan is the declaration that
there is nothing which would better serve the interest of the
holding companies than the “putting over” of this program;
and surely none will question that statement, as it would
guarantee to them the economic and political dictatorship of
the Nation, with the United States Chamber of Commerce
playing the fiddle, while they collect tribute from some hun-
dred and twenty-five millions of subjects.

This infamous program closes with these significant words:
“The company as & company dare not be identified with the
activity.”

There you have their plan of battle and the objectives for
which they have begun to fight, running in method and
manner true to the plan. They have set up the militant
organization, the Liberty League, with its affiliates, the Sen-
tinels of the Republic, the Crusaders, the Farmers Independ-
ent Council, the Southern Committee to Uphold the Consti-
tution, the Women Investors of America, and others—smoke-
screens from behind which their paid hirelings are now howl-
ing. From the editorial and syndicated columns in the greaf
metropolitan press it is evident that, as proposed, they have
already employed the services of those “most astute publi-
cists and propagandists” and ordered them into action.

And it is equally plain that from the harangues reeking
with malicious exaggerations and concocted falsehoods com-~
ing nightly over the radio that their “outstanding national
figures to be used as mouthpieces to release publicity upon
the middle-class citizenry” have also “gotten theirs” and
been ordered into action.

A whispering campaign, a contemptible, sneaking cam-
paign of hell-born lies that our President was hopelessly
insane in the vain hope that the people would be thrown
into such a state of confusion and despair that they might
work upon them their will and encompass his defeat. A
whispering campaign to destroy the man who had saved
them from the guillotine in having saved the country from
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revolution. “Ingratitude, thou marble-hearted fiend”, of all
the devils men should hate thee most. But this den of
Satan-inspired whispering serpents had hardly begun to hiss
when the President’'s great heart-throbbing brain thrilled
through the radio on the air and their foul whisperings
abruptly ended.

How, too, in keeping with this whispering campaign as
well as all of their undercover hidden manipulations is their
closing admonition at the end of the plan: “Our company
as a company dare not be identified with the activity.”

That is the language of the master mind of racketeers,
of an Al Capone, who stays under cover while others carry
out his plans. And you, my colleagues, who voted for the
conference report on the Wheeler-Rayburn bill are to be
put on the spot on election day. Your political death is
decreed in the holding company’s program in this language:
“Support in 1936 political campaign for President and con-
gressional candidates, regardless of party, who pledge them-
selves to support the program of the security owners’ or-
ganization.” Your local utility officials may be loud in their
protestations that they are for you while condemning your
opponent, and in turn having him to denounce and excoriate
holding companies, and so, by this double-crossing process,
enable him to split a vote that would otherwise be yours,
while getting theirs a hundred percent. But do not be
deceived, my colleagues, for you are marked for slaughter,
and if money can defeat you, you will be defeated.

It was indeed an evil day for you, my friends of the
minority, when Du Pont and his “gang” set up the Liberty
League and its satellites to act as holding companies for your
party, for its embrace means death. And so you will find
this Liberty League is not only a holding company, with
all the knavery that word implies, but that it is also a politi-
cal undertaker which is even now digging a grave wide and
deep for the Republican elephant, a grave of shame and
dishonor, over which is to be erected in November a monu-
ment with this brief epitaph carved upon it: ‘“Here lies the
last remains of the G. O. P., another sad victim of holding
companies.” And as you, in your political rags, biannually
gather about it with heavy hearts and in your anguish cry
out, “When, oh, when will his resurrection come?” Perched
on that monument a croaking raven, the Liberty Leagues’
evil spirit, will respond, “Never, never more."”

PRINTING OF RULES AND MANUAL OF HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr, LAMBETH. Mr. Speaker, I offer a privileged resolu-
tion, House Resolution 519, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

House Resolution 519

Resolved, That the Rules and Manual of the House of Repre-
sentatives for the Seventy-fifth Congress be printed as a House
document and that 1,600 additional coples shall be printed and
bound for the use of the House of Representatives, of which 700
copies shall be bound in leather with thumb index and delivered as
may be directed by the Parliamentarian of the House for distribu-
tion to officers and Members of Congress.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso-
lution.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

IMPORTATION OF TEXTILES FROM JAPAN

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentlewoman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend my remarks and
include therein a letter from Mr. Russell Fisher, of the Na-
tional Association of Cotton Manufacturers.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to the request of the
gentlewoman from Massachusetis?

There was no objection.
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The letter referred to is as follows:

THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF COTTON MANUFACTURERS,
Boston, Mass., May 19, 19386.
Hon. Eprre NourseE ROGERS,

House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

Drear Mrs. RoGeErs: The flood of Japanese cotton goods increases

, making ery obvious that the “gentlemen’s
agreement” effected by the State Department is wholly inadequate.
March figures, now available, show an increase of nearly one-third
over February, and bring the total for the first quarter to 21,530,436
square yards compared to a total of 12,769,679 square yards for the
same period in 1935.

If the imports continue to increase, and apparently nothing is
being done to stop them, by the end of the year the volume will
be more than double the figure for 1935.

For comparison it should be pointed out that imports from
Japan for the first quarter of 1936 are more than 20 times the
annual average for the years 1930 to 1933. It would seem that
official Washingfon might well give some attention to the unem-
ployment this is creating, particularly now that the cost of relief
is mounting to such staggering figures,

Yours very truly,
(Signed) Russewn T. Fisoen,

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, this letter
shows the tremendous increase of cotton-textile imports from
Japan in March as compared with February of this year.
It shows 20 times the cotton-textile imports into this coun-
try at the present, time over what they were in 1930-33.

Mr. Speaker, many of us have been taking up the matter
with the Department of State, in view of the very alarming
situation. I have been in almost daily communication with
the Department about it. Only yesterday I received the fol-
lowing letter from Secretary of State Hull, which shows just

how weak our position is:
DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, May 19, 1936.

My Dear Mes. Rogers: I am returning herewith telegrams ad-
dressed to you by the Waterhead Mills, Inc., and Eoott Mills, both
of Lowell, Mass., with reference to imports of cotton textiles from
Japan. These telegrams have been referred to me by the President
with the request that I communicate directly with you.

As you know, this Government has been giving careful atten-
tion to the problem of imports of Japanese cotton textiles for
some months. In accordance with the recommendations made
last year by the Cabinet committee on the cotton-textile industry,
an effort was made to secure a voluntary undertaking by Japanese
exporters to limit shipments of cotton cloth to the United States
to reasonable amounts. Such an assurance was transmitted to
this Government through the Japanese Ambassador on December
21, 1935. It was the opinion of the Japanese Government, in view
of this assurance, that there was little likelihood of such abnormal
increase in exports of cotton textiles to the United States as had
occurred during the first 6 months of 1935.

When the statistics of imports for the first months of 1938
became available, it appeared that these expectations had not
been well-founded, inasmuch as imports showed a considerable
increase. This Department promptly brought the facts to the
attention of the Japanese Ambassador as soon as the January
figures were available.

Conversations have been continued, with the approval of the
President, and there is now expectation that & more definite,
adequate, and satisfactory undertaking for the voluntary limita-
tion of cotton-textile exports from Japan to the United States
may be received. A few minor details remain to be clarified, but
I expect that it may be possible to announce the conclusion of
these negotiations in the very near future.

I also understand that the Tarif Commission i proceeding
with an investigation of cotton velveteens under its general pow-
ers as provided in section 322 of the tariff act. When completed,
this report should give a complete plcture of the situation with
regard to this particular product.

Bincerely yours, CorpELL HULL.
The

Just another “gentleman’s agreement” with Japan!
previous one was nothing but a farce, and to date we have
nothing but promises and expectations. Japan looks upon
us as spineless jellyfish, and obviously. they think that be-
cause we do not show resentment they can do as they
please,

The time has passed for playing with gentleman’s agree-
ments. We must have something binding, something that
will protect our workers. We are tired of promises that
are never fulfilled. It is the old cry of “mafiana, mafiana”,
but tomorrow never comes.

The SPEAKER. The time of the genilewoman from
Massachusetts has expired.
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PASSAGE OF THE WAGNER-ELLENBOGEN HOUSING BILL IS NECES-
SARY TO PROMOTE FURTHER RECOVERY, REDUCE UNEMPLOYMENT,
AND SECURE DECENT HOUSING

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp and include therein an
address made by my colleague, Mr. ELLENBOGEN, of Pennsyl-
vania, over the radio last evening.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend
my remarks in the Recorp, I include the following radio
address delivered by Congressman HENRY ELLENBOGEN, of
Pittsburgh, Pa., over National Broadcasting System (Blue
Network) Tuesday, May 19, 1936:

Nearly 6,000,000 people have been reemployed in the United
States since March 1933, but about 10,000,000 people are still unem-
ployed. How does this come about and what can we do to reduce
substantially the number of jobless?

ALL BEANCHES OF INDUSTRY EXCEPT BUILDING HAVE HAD SUBSTANTIAL
BECOVERY

The consumer-goods industries—industries which manufacture
goods for Immediate consumption—have had extensive recovery.
The automobile industry is operating near capacity and turning
out almost as many millions of cars as it did during the boom
days. Even the heavy- and dural industries have made
substantial recovery and seem to be progressing rapidly. Steel, for
instance, is now operating at about 70 percent of its theoretical
capacity.

THE BUILDING INDUSTEY IS STILL IN THE DEPTH OF THE DEPRESSION

One industry is lagging behind—lagging behind so far that it
cannot even be seen in the recovery parade. That industry is the
building industry. If you consider the fact that nearly 5,000,000
people are directly and indirectly depending on the building indus-
try, and if you further consider the deplorable low state of opera-
tions in that industry, you will find the most important reason
why we still have 10,000,000 unemployed.

Taking only 257 cities—not the whole country, but only 257 large
cities—we find that from 1823 to 1928, inclusive, total bullding
operations in the United States amounted to between three and
one-half and four billion dollars every year. But in 1935 they
amounted to only $655,213,410, or about 20 percent of normal
operations. If we consider only the bullding of homes in these 257
cities, we find normal building operations between two and
two and one-half billion dollars every year from 1923 to 1928,
whereas in 1935 they amounted to $211,987,850, or only a little
over 10 percent of normal

EIGHTY FEECENT OF THE BUILDING TRADES WORKERS ARE UNEMPLOYED

A few weeks ago, Mr. William Green, president of the American
Federation of Labor, appearing before the Senate Committee on
Education and Labor, on behalf of the Wagner-Ellenbogen housing
bill testified that in 1929 there were 2,091,000 gainfully employed
workers in the construction industry of which about 11 percent
were unemployed in that year, but that throughout 1935 out of
these 2,000,000 workers 1,732,383 or about 85 percent were unem-
ployed. From 1930 to 1936 unemployment in the building-trade
industry fluctuated from 70 to 85 percent. Just think of it! Here
is an industry upon which 5,000,000 people depend directly and
indirectly for employment—an industry which still has an unem-
ployment record of about 80 percent. These figures tell the story.

HOUBING SHORTAGE—10,000,000 NEW HOMES NEEDED IN THE NEXT .

10 YEARS

Recovery cannot advance any further unless we have substantial
ﬁmlntﬁdhuﬂmmdum and there can be no revival of
ding industry unless we engage upon & large-scale program

of the construction of homes. =
There is today an acute shortage of decent . Consider
the fact that we have annually an increase of 500,000 new families,
consider the obsolescence of existing bufldings, the normal demand
for replacement, the destruction of buildings by fire and other
factors. The best estimate available is that we must build during
ghenextmmntlmtlo.mo,ﬂwmhnmmthe‘ﬂmtad

PASSAGE OF THE WAGNER-ELLENBOGEN HOUSING BILL NECESSARY

The bill introduced in the United States Senate by Senator
RoserT F. WAGNER, and in the United States House of Representa-
tives by myself is the answer to the twin problem of unemploy-
ment and the shortage of decent, sanitary homes.

Of course, we do not contend that subsidized housing provided
for in the bill will construct all the necessary homes. We feel
that the construction of homes for familles of low income, subsi-
dized in part by the Government, will stimulate the private con-
struction industry as it did in England.

I feel that the Wagner-Ellenbogen bill will remove the tragedy
of need amidst plenty, the tragedy which exists when millions of
decent homes are needed, while the building-trades workers who
would build these homes are available but must live, or rather
exist, in enforced idleness,
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Carpenters, electricians, mechanics, and other skilled
workers look for jobs in vain, Several million people depend
directly and indirectly on the building industry for employment.
Warehouses and lumber yards are bulging with needed material.
Industrial plants, which could supply other needed building ma-
terials, are lying idle. At the same time millions of families are
forced to live in slums or blighted areas which shut them off
from light, sunshine, and hope. But nothing is done. Nothing is
done to give employment, to stimulate construction activities, and
to provide safe and sanitary homes that are so greatly needed.
And I say to you that nothing will be done unless the Congress
of the United States passes the Wagner-Ellenbogen housing bill.

The passage of that bill would supply the spark that would
launch a gigantic construction program, that would begin a per-
manent revival of the building industry, and that would start our
Nation toward still further recovery on a permanent basis.

THE FIGHT FOR DECENT HOUSING BEGAN IN 1900

The efforts of enlightened citizens to improve the housirg con-
ditions of our people goes back to ihe of the century.
In 1900 the first tenement law was passed in the State of New
York., Ever since then the fight for good housing, for better
housing, for decent, safe, and sanitary homes for families of low
income has been carried on. ;

SLUMS BREED CRIME AND DISEASE

The United States has gradually awakened to the fact that slums
and blighted areas are the breeders of crime and disease and that
they are a tremendous burden upon the municipalities in the
United States.

Mr. Ernest J. Bohn, member of the Cleveland city council and
gms!d.nnt of the National Assoclation of Housing Officials, testi-

ed before the same Senate committee that an Investigation by
the city of Cleveland of a slum area which covered only 2!, percent
of the population of the city showed that in that slum area 21

t of the murders were commitied, 26 percent of the houses
of prostitution were located, 6.8 percent of all boy delinquencies
Inmlt. in this area, 1215 percent of tubercular deaths occurred
SELUMS ARE A BURDEN UPON CITY TREASURIES
- 'The investigation by the city of Cleveland further showed that
the total tax assessment against this area amounted to $225,035—
most of which was uncollectible—whereas the expenditure of the
city for police, fire, health, school, and other municipal services
amounted to $1,871,000. Therefore, the city, even if it collected
all taxes in that slum ares, would have an annual less of about
$1,746,000, a loss which must be borne by the home owners living
in the other sections of the city every year. Similar conditions
exist in hundreds of other cities in the United States.

In the city of New York the number of deaths from tuberculosis
In the lower tenement houses is 220 percent higher than the
deaths in the newer tenement houses. At the same time, deaths
from spinal meningitis is 247 percent higher in the cld tenement
houses than in the new ones. Deaths from all causes is 87 per-
cent higher in the old tenement houses than in the new ones.
Juvenile delinquency is 100 percent higher in the slum areas than
in the nonslum areas.

Why should we hold community and family welfare drives and
permit the continuance of slum conditions which make such
drives necessary? Why hold drives against the dreaded disease
of tuberculosis when we force families of low income to live in
homes where sunlight is shut out?

HOUSING EFFORTS OF THE ADMINISTRATION

Realizing the need for the stimulation of employment in the
building industry, the need for the abolition of slums and blighted
areas, and the demand for new housing, the Federal Government,
under Secretary Harold L. Ickes, P, W. A. Administrator, and his
housing division, undertook 57 developments, providing about
26,000 dwelling units, with an sallotment of $141,000,000. Simi-
larly, the suburban resettlement division was allotted $31,000,000
with which it undertook to construct four luw-mst-bml.sing com-
munity developments.

PERMANENT POLICY AND FERMANENT AGENCY ARE NECESSARY

We now have the benefit of the fremendous amount of ex-
perience gathered and accumulated in the housing division of the
P. W. A. and in the suburban resettlement division. We also
know that low-cost housing cannot be undertaken under a tem-
porary housing policy and a temporary housing agency. We must
have a definite, a permanent housing policy and a permnent
housing agency Iif we want to build low-rent housing in the
United States.

THE WAGNER-ELLENBOGEN BILL IS THE RESULT OF LONG ETUDY

As a result of the experience accumulated by these Government
agencies and as a result of other experimentation, surveys, and
thought on the part of all groups and individuals interested in
finding some solution for the housing problem, we presented the
Wagner-Ellenbogen housing bill to the Congress and to the people
of the United States. We have moved slowly, because the problems
involved are so serious and complex that no hasty or partial solu-
tion will do.

THIS BILL HAS WIDESPREAD SUPPORT

The Wagner-Ellenbogen housing bill has the support and en-
dorsement of the National Public Housing Conference; of the
National Association of Housing Officials; of the churches. This
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bill has the unanimous support and determined backing of the
American Federation of Labor, Indeed, it has the unanimous
support of all persons and individuals who have interested them-
gelves in the problem of slum abatement and decent homes for
families of low incomes.

The Wagner-Ellenbogen bill has been endorsed by large and
small communities alike. It has been endorsed by the cities of
New York, Chicago, Los Angeles, Cleveland, Boston, Philadelphia,
Pittsburgh, and other large cities. If has also been endorsed by
hundreds of smaller communities like Kittanning, Pa.; Bethlehem,
Pa.; Greenville, N. C.; and El Paso, Tex., and by many hundreds of
small cities. There has never been a bill before the Congress of
the United States which has received more widespread support
among all classes and among all kinds of communities than the
Wagner-Ellenbogen housing bill.

BILL PROTECTS PRIVATE INDUSTRY AGAINST GOVERNMENT COMPETITION

This bill protects private industry against competition from the
Government, and at the same time provides subsidized housing
with Federal aid for families of low incomes. It has recelved the
acclaim not only of liberal and progressive newspapers, like the
chain of Scripps-Howard newspapers, but it also has been approved
by leading conservative newspapers throughout the country.

THIS BILL IS NONPARTISAN LEGISLATION

In its very essence this bill is nonpartisnn legislation. The need
for low-cost housing was in Mr. Hoover s administration.
The committee on large-scaie operations of Mr. Hoover’s Conference
on Home Building and Home Ownership reported that “the houses
of the country constitute our largest mass of obsolete and dis-
credited equipment.” They pointed out that “new houses of
acceptable standard of living are too expensive for two-thirds of
the population”, and they showed that “the present break-down in
the financing, construction, and distribution of homes is more than
a temporary or emergency situation” and therefore requires more
than emergency measures for its solution.

The awakened local interest in the housing problem today knows
no party line. What other issue can you find in which local gov-
ernmental officials, both Democratic - and Republican, social
agencies, labor, consumer organizaticns, and the capital-goods
industries are all united in seeking public action?

HOUSING SHOULD BE CROWNING ACHIEVEMENT OF ROOSEVELT ADMINIS=
TRATION

The adoption of a sound national housing policy would be the
crowning point of the first 4 years of the Roosevelt administration.
Talk and experiment can now be translated into concrete achleve-
ment. The President has said, “We are working toward the ulti-
mate objective of making it possible for American families to live
as Americans should.” Here is an economical, efficient, and compre-
hensive method of taking one real step in this direction.

How can we speak of an American standard of living when we
find that millions of our people must live in slums and blighted
areas, in crowded rooms without proper sanitary facilities, without
adequate light and air, and without space for the children to play?
How can we speak about a more abundant life if we refuse to
provide the prime necessity of life—decent shelter?

EUROPE DID IT

From November 1918 to September 1935 England has built
1,231,992 homes with Government aid. At the same time a far
larger and ever-increasing number of homes were bullt by private
enterprise,

Holland rehoused about one-fifth of her population. Vienna did
just as much. Germany before the advent of the Nazis erected
more than 2,000,000 dwellings with Government aid. If we add
up the housing achievements of geveral European countries with a
combined population about equalling that of the United States,
we find that they have built nearly 5,000,000 homes with govern-
ment aid, with high standards of decency and comfort, and at
prices and rentals available to low-income families.

& g&ly. what was done in Europe can be done in the United
A CRISIS HAS REACHED

Ladies and gentlemen, a crisis in the movement to revive the
construction industry and to provide decent homes at low rentals
has been reached in the Nation's Capital at Washington. Let me
remind you that there is only one bill before the Congress which
provides for housing, and that bill is the Wagner-Ellenbogen bill—
a bill which contains the results of the effort, thought, and study
which has been accumulated over a perliod of 35 years in the
United States, a bill which contains the lessons which have been
learned by the housing division of the P. W. A. and by the subur-
ban resettlement division, lessons acquired at a cost of $172,000,000.

LOW-COST HOUSING IS ENDED UNLESS THIS BILL PASSES

No further appropriation of funds for low-rent housing, no
further construction of homes with Federal cooperation will be
undertaken unless the Wagner-Ellenbogen housing bill is
at this sesslon of Congress. The housing movement in the United
States, which seemed 50 near success, will be dead unless the Wag-
ner-Ellenbogen housing bill becomes a law at this session of Con-
gress. The housing division of the P. W. A. will fold up and the
building of homes for families of low income will definitely end
unless this bill is passed in substantially the form in which it has
been introduced by Senator WaenEr and myself. Unless this bill
is passed, the slums and blighted areas will remain with us and
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will further increase. Millions of families of low incomes will con-
tinue to live miserably and the drain upon the treasuries of our
cities will become unbearable.

SENATE EXPECTED TO PASS BILL

Senator Wacxer confidently expects the Senate Committee on
Education and Labor to favorably report this bill to the Senate in
the next few days, but the Committee on Banking and Currency
of the House of Representatives, which has charge of the bill in
the House, has so far refused to hold hearings on the bill.

The Members of Congress are your representatives. They are
your servants. Ladies and gentlemen, if you want to give health
and well-being to the coming generation, do your part for the
passage of this bill. If you want to provide the necessary push for
further and complete recovery, if you want to aid in the clearance
of slums and the elimination of crime and disease, if you want to
establish a cleaner and more healthy atmosphere for the mothers
of America to watch over their children, you will ald in the passage
of the Wagner-Ellenbogen housing bill.

The passage of the Wagner-Ellenbogen housing bill will give to
the children of America the op ty to grow up to a better life
and to a more promising maturity, and it will permit the parents
in America to live in decency and comfort amidst sanitary and
healthy homes full of light and sunshine.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR APPROFRIATION EILL, 1937—CON-
FERENCE REPORT

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I call up the con-
ference report on the bill (H. R. 10630) making appropria-
tions for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1937, and for other purposes, and I ask
unanimous consent that the statement may be read in lieu of
the report.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. Since prac-
tically the appropriation on every item in this bill has been
increased on the insistence of the managers on the part of
the Senate, I think the membership of the House should be
present to hear the gentleman from New York [Mr. TABer].
I therefore make the point of order that there is no quorum
present.

The SPEAEKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
Evidently there is not a quorum present.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House,

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:
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[Roll No. 104]
Adalr Dempsey Eee Petengill
Allen Dietrich Eeller Powers
Andrew, Mass. Dingell Eelly Quinn
Andrews, N.Y, Dirksen Eennedy, Md. Rabaut
Beam Dorsey Eerr Reilly
Berlin Doutrich Eopplemann Richardson
Binderup Duncan Lee, Okla. Risk
Brennan Eagle Lehlbach Rogers, N. H.
Brooks Eaton Lesinski Rogers, Okla.
Brown, Mich. Fenerty Lewis, Md. Russell
Buckley, N. Y. Ferguson Lord Ryan
Bulwinkle Gambrill Lundeen Badowskl
Caldwell Gasque McGroarty Sanders, La.
Cartwright Gifford McEeocugh Sandlin
cary Goldsborough McLean Schaefer
Casey Goodwin Maloney Sears
Cavicchia Gray, Pa. Meeks Seger
Chandler Green Mitchell, Tenn, Starnes
Chapman Gwynne Montet Steagall
Claiborne Hancock, N. C. Moritz Stewart
Clark, N. C. Harter Nelson Sweeney
Connery Hartley Norton in
Cooley Hill, Ala. Oliver Utterback
Creal Hoeppel O'Malley Wearin
Croshy Hook P Wilcox
Crowther Hope Perkins Zioncheck
Dear Eahn Peterson, Fla.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, COLMER).

dred and nineteen Members are present, a quorum.

On motion of Mr. Bankgeap, further proceedings under
the call were dispensed with.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL, 1937

The SPEAKER pro tempore,

The Clerk will read the

statement of the managers on the part of the House.
The Clerk read the statement.

Three hun-
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The conference report and statement are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
10630) making appropriations for the Department of the Interior
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1937, and for other purposes,
having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recom-
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 15, 16,
17, 18, 21, 28, 27, 40, 51, 60, 64, 79, 90, and 91.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments
of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 6, 12, 13, 20, 22, 23, 25, 28, 29, 30, 34,
37, 38, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 47, 48, 49, 55, 58, 59, 61, 62, 63, 65, 66, 67,
68, 69, 70, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 81, 82, 84, 85, 86, 88, and 89, and
agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows: Restore the matter
stricken out by said amendment, amended to read as follows:
“: Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended
for work on any figure, in addition to the four figures authorized
by law, upon which work has not commenced as of the date of
enactment of this Act”, and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed, insert: "“$587,700”, and the Senate agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from Its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum
proposed, insert: “§77,500”, and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum
proposed, insert: “8160,000", and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed, insert: “$75,000", and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the
matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: “$159,200,
of which amount $10,000 shall be immediately available”, and the
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed, insert: “$260,000”, and the Senate agree to the
same

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed, insert: “$356,000”, and the Senate agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the
matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: *$2,375,-
000, of which amount $10,000 shall be immediately available”, and
the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lleu of the sum
proposed, insert: “$140,000", and the Benate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 71: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 71, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum
proposed, insert: “875,000”, and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 72: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the SBenate numbered 72, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum
proposed, insert: “$2,807,817”, and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum
proposed, insert: “$2,093,200". and the Senate agree to the same.

The committee of conference report in d ment amendments
numbered 1, 7, 24, 31, 32, 33, 85, 39, 46, 50, 52, 53, 54, b6, 83, and B7.

EpwArD T, TAYLOR,
B. M. JACOBSEN,
JED JOHNSON,

W. P. LAMBERTSON,

Managers on the part of the House.

CARL HAYDEN,
KeNNETH MCEELLAR,
ErmeR THOMAS,
FPREDERICE

Managers on the part of the Senate.

STATEMENT

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the
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Senate to the bill (H, R. 10630) making appropriations for the
Department of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1937,
and for other purpases, submit the following statement in explana-
tion of the effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in
the accompanying conference report as to each of such amend-
ments, namely:

On no. 2: Provides a salary of $5 per diem and for the payment
of necessary travel expenses, exclusive of subsistence, for members
of advisory committees of local stockmen, in connection with the
administration of the Grazing Control Act, as proposed by the
Senate, Instead of 85 per diem while actually employed in lieu of
subsistence and 5 cents per mile for travel, as proposed by the
House.

On nos. 3 and 4, relating to the Mount Rushmore National Memo-
rial Commission: Makes $30,000 immediately available, as proposed
by the Senate, Instead of $50,000, as proposed by the House, and
accepts the House prohibition against the expenditure of funds on
any figure on which work has not been commenced with the
further provision that no funds shall be expended on any addi-
tional figure not authorized by law.

GENERAL LAND OFFICE

On no. 5: Appmpmm $587,700 for salaries in the Office of the
Commissioner of the General Land Office, instead of $577,700, as
proposed by the House, and $600,000, as proposed by the Senate.

On no, 6: Appropriates 700,000, as proposed by the Senate, in-
stead of $600,000, as proposed by the House, for surveying public
lands.

On no. 8: Appropriates $77,500 for salarles of registers of district
land offices instead of $75,000, as proposed by the House, and
$80,000, as proposed by the Senate.

On no. 9: Appropriates $160,000 for contingent of land
offices instead of $150,000, as proposed by the House, and $175,000,
as proposed by the SBenate.

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

On no. 10: Appropriates $75,000 for the suppression of the traffic
in intoxicating liquors among Indians instead of $55,880, as pro-
posed by the House, and $100,000, as proposed by the Senate.

On no. 11: Appropriates 8158,200 for lease, purchase, and repair of
agency buildings instead of $144,200, as proposed by the House, and
$164,200, as proposed by the Senate, and provides that $10,000 of
such sum shall be immediately available, instead of $20,000, as
proposed by the Senate,

On no. 12: Eliminates proviso proposed by the House limiting
the amount payable to attorneys serving in connection with claims
of the Sioux Indians to 5 percent of the total recovery.

On no. 13: Provides that no part of the funds made available for
the purchase of lands under the act of June 18, 1934, shall be avail-
able for the acquisition of lands outside the boundaries of existing
gdlanmerntlonsintheatataoiNewuexjco.aspmposedbythe

On no. 14: Appropriates $260,000 for the preservation of timber on
Indian reservations instead of $255,000, as proposed by the House,
and $280,000, as proposed by the Senate.

On no. 15: Eliminates the provision inserted by the Senate mak-
ing $12,500 of funds for emergency conservation work on Indian
reservations avallable for defraying the expenses of the Quetico-
Buperior committee.

On nos. 16, 17, 19, and 21: Eliminates the provisions, inserted
by the Senate, providing for the establishment and prosecution of
tribal enterprises, mc!udmg a consequent reduction of $75,000.

On no. 18: Corrects a to

On no. 20: Apprupria.tes 58000 for industrial assistance of the
Spokane Indians, W proposed by the Senate.

On no. 22: Makes $65,000 svanable of the appropriation for per-
sonal services in the District of Columbia and in the field, in con-
nection with the administration of the revolving loan fund under
the Indian Reorganization Act, as proposed by the Senate, instead
of $50,000, as proposed by the House.

On no. 23: Makes $18,000 available for nal services in the
District of Columbia in connection with the development of Indian
arts and crafts, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $15,000, as
proposed by the House.

On no. 25: Appropriates $5,379,820, as proposed by the Senate,
instead of $5,304,820, as proposed by the House, for the education
of Indian children.

On nos. 26 and 27: Appropriates $345,000 for the lease, purchase,
and repair of buildings at Indian schools, as proposed by the
House, instead of $420,000, which might also be used for construc-
tion purposes, as proposed by the Senate.

On no. 28: Makes $1,000 for the operation and maintenance of
the Pierre, 8. Dak, nonreservation boarding school available for
the purchase of lands adjacent to the school, as proposed by the
Senate.

On nos. 20, 30, and 32, relating to the education of natives
in Alaska: Appropriates £25,000 for rellef of destitution, corrects
the total of the appropriation and provides that a report shall
be made to Congress covering expenditures for the relief of desti-
tution, all as proposed by the Senate.

On no. 34: Appropriates $20,000 for clinical surveys and gen-
eral medical research in connection with tuberculosis, trachoma,
and venereal and other disease conditions among Indians, as pro-
posed by the Senate, in leu of 15,000, as proposed by the House,

On no. 36: Appropriates $2,375,000, of which $10,000 shall be
mmmtelynvaﬂable,mrgenemmpportoflndims,lnheuot
an appropriation of $2,360,000, as proposed by the
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$2,385,000, or which $25,000 would have been made immediately
available, as proposed by the Senate.

On no. 87: Appropriates $800 for the Rocky Boy Indians of
Montan.s. for general support and administration, as proposed by
the Senate.

On no. 38: Appropriates $25,000 for the Cherokee Indians of
North Carolina for general support and administration, as pro-
posed by the Senate, instead of $18,000, as proposed by the House.

On no. 40: Eliminates $1,200 for fees and expenses of attorneys
for the Yankton Indians of South Dakota, propesed by the Senate,

On nos. 41, 42, 43, 44, and 45, relating to the support of Indians
in the State of Washington: Appropriates $20,000, as proposed by
the Senate, instead of $12,500, as proposed by the House, for the
Taholah Indians; appropriates $26,000 for the Neah Bay Indians,
of which $3,600 shall be available for development of a cemetery
site, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 22,500, as proposed by
the House; appropriates $500 for the Hoh Indians, as proposed by
the Senate, and corrects the total of the items in the paragraph.

On nos. 47, 48, and 49, relating to expenses of tribal officers, Five
Civilized Tribes, Oklahoma: Eliminates the Creek Indians from
the purposes provided in the paragraph with the exception of $600
for the salary of the chief of the Creek Nation, as proposed by the
Senate, and provides a salary of £3,000, as proposed by the Senate,
for the mining trustee for the Choctaw and Chickasaw Natlons,
instead of 4,000, as proposed by the House.

On no. §1: Appropriates $50,000 for traveling and other
of tribal councils, as proposed by the House, in lieu of $75,000, as
proposed by the Senate.

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

On no. 55: Limits the amount which may be expended for per-
sonal services In the District of Columbia, in connection with the
Boulder Canyon project, to not to exceed $25,000, as proposed by
the Senate.

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

On no. 57: Appropriates $140,000 for personal services in the
office of the Director, instead of $128,060, as proposed by the House,
and $150,000, as proposed by the Senate.

On nos. 58, 59, and 60, relating to topographic surveys: Appro-
priates $650,000, as proposed by the Senate, in lieu of $440,000, as
proposed by the House, of which $250,000 may be expended for
personal services in the District of Columbia, as proposed by the
Benate, Instead of $175,000, as proposed by the House, and elimi-
nates the proviso inserted by the Senate requiring the Secretary
of the Interior to submit to Congress at the next session a pro-
gram for expediting topographic mapping and the cost of same.

On nos. 61, 62, and 63, relating to geologic surveys: Appropriates
$500,000, as proposed by the Senate, in lieu of $488,000, as proposed
by the House, of which $315,000 shall be available for personal
services in the District of Columbia, as proposed by the Senate, in
lieu of $300,000, as proposed by the House, and provides that such
portion of $10,000 as may be necessary shall be available for a
survey of the occurrence and uses of granite in the Northeastern
States, as proposed by the Senate, instead of requiring that not
less than $10,000 be expended for such purpose, as proposed by the
House.

On nos. 64 and 65, relating to mineral resources of Alagka: Appro-
priates $60,000, as proposed by the House, in lieu of $70,000, as
proposed by the Senate, and provides that $34,000 of this sum shall
be avallable for personal services in the District of Columbia, as
pmpoaed by the Senate, instead of $20,000, as proposed by the

On nos 66 and 67, relating to gaging streams: Appropriates
$791,317, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $660,000, as proposed
by the House, and provides that GSBD.SI'T shall be s.va.lls.ble only
for cooperative work with States or municipalities, as proposed by
the Senate, in lieu of $458,000, as proposed by the House.

On no. 68: Makes an addition to a statute reference by inserting
the words “as amended", as proposed by the Senate.

On nos. 68, 70, and 71, relating to mineral leasing: Appropriates
$315,000, of which £30,000 shall be immediately available, as pro-
posed by the Senate, in lieu of $225,000, as proposed by the House,
and makes $75,000 avallable for personal services in the District of
Columbia, instead of $56,000, as proposed by the House, and
$120,000, as proposed by the SBenate.

On no. 72: Corrects a total.

BUREAU OF MINES

On no. 73: Appropriates $609,365, as proposed by the Senate, in
lieu of $583,215, as proposed by the House, for operating mine-
rescue cars and stations and investigation of mine accidents.

On no. 74: Appropriates $185,400, as proposed by the Senate, In
lieu of $165,400, as proposed by the House, for testing fuel.

On no. 75: Appropriates $265,866, as proposed by the Senate,
instead of $250,366, as proposed by the House, for oil and gas
investigations.

On nos. 76 and 77, relating to economics of mineral industries:
Appropriates $339,090, as pro by the Benate, instead of
$300,490, as proposed by the House, and makes $255,700 available for

services in the District of Columbla, as proposed by the
Senate, instead of $220,000, as proposed by the House,

On no. 78: Eliminates proviso permitting the sale of helium by
Bethe Bieurea.u of Mines to the medical profession, as proposed by the

nate.

On no. 79: Eliminates the item appropriating $20,000 for repair
of a gas well on the helium property of the Bureau of Mines near
Amarillo, Tex., inserted by the Senate.

On no. 80: Corrects a total.
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NWATIONAL PARK SERVICE

On nos. 81 and 82, relating to the Shenandoah National Park,
Va.: Corrects the title and eliminates proviso prohibiting the use
of funds made available in the paragraph for administration, pro-
tection, and maintenance in advance of title to the minimum
acreage required in the basic act establishing the park having
been conveyed to and accepted by the Federal Government, as
proposed by the Senate.

On no. 84: Provides that appropriations for the Department of
the Interior shall be available for the purchase, maintenance, and
operation of quarter-ton or half-ton trucks, and that such pur-
chase need not be charged to the limitation in the various appro-
priation items for the purchase, etc., of passenger-carrying vehicles,
as proposed by the Senate.

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

On no. 85: Appropriates 8262 980, as proposed by the Senate, in-
stead of $261,180, as proposed by the House, for personal services
in the office of the Commissioner of Education.

On no. 86: Appropriates $20,000, as p by the Senate,
instead of $17,700, as proposed by the House, for general expenses.
PUERTO RICAN HURRICANE RELIEF

On no. 88: Makes available $25,000 from unobligated balances
of appropriations for continuation of the work of collecting moneys
due the United States, as proposed by the Senate, in lieu of $17,740,
as proposed by the House.

ST. ELIZABETHS HOSPITAL

On no. 89: Eliminates reference to the disbursing agent, as

proposed by the Senate.

On nos. 90 and 91: Provides $250,000 for the construction and
equipment of one continuous-treatment building, as proposed by
the House, instead of two such buildings, at a total cost of 500,000,
as proposed by the Senate,

AMENDMENTS IN DISAGREEMENT

The committee of conference report in disagreement the follow-
ing amendments of the Senate:

On no. 1: Relating to payment for the cost of transporting per-
sonal effects of employees of the Division of Grazing Control.

On no. 7: Relating to the use of 750,000 of moneys appropriated
to carry out the provisions of title II of the National Industrial
Recovery Act for the purpose of surveying public lands.

On no. 24: Relating to the construction, repair, and rehabilitation
of irrigation systems on Indian reservations..

On no. 31: Providing that funds appropriated for the education
of natives in Alaska shall remain available until June 30, 1938.

On no. 32: Requiring that a report shall be made to Congress
regarding expenditures in Alaska for relief of destitution.

On no. 33: Reappropriation of an unexpended balance in connec-
tion with construction of the Sioux Sanatorium, South Dakota.

On no. 35: Providing that funds appropriated for medical relief
in Alaska shall be available until June 30, 1838.

On nos. 39 and 46: Relating to an appropriation for traveling
expenses of tribal council of Klamath Indians and to the estab-
lishment of a revolving fund to cover burial of said Indians. The
total of the item General support, tribal funds, is also involved.

On mno. 50: Relating to the acquisition of Tuskahoma Council
House, in Pushmataha County, Okla.

On no. 52: Relating to a per-capita payment to enrolled mem-
bers of the Menominee Tribe, Wisconsin

On nos. 53 and b4: Ralaﬁng to the authorimtlon and appro-
priations for various reclamation projects.

On no. 56: Exempting from the civil-service laws and the Classi-
fication Act of 1923 employees engaged in connection with the
all-American Canal.

On no. 83: Relating to the Appomattox Courthouse National
Historical Monument, Va.

On no. 87: Relating to an appropriation for a survey of school
library service by the office of education.

Epwarp T. TAYLOR,
B. M. JACOBSEN,

Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I hope the re-
port of the committee of conference may be adopted.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado, I yield.

Mr. TABER. I understand the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. LamBerTsON] desires to be heard on the conference
report.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. As I understand it, we shall
have ample time on these amendments as they come up.
I am perfectly willing, of course, to yield the gentleman all
the time he wants.

Mr. TABER. I understood the gentleman from EKansas
[Mr. LamBerTsoN] desired time on the conference report.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I yield.
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Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to have some
explanation of the conference report, to see how much it
has been increased and to get a general idea of it.

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman
will yield, I would like to have a few minutes,

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. How much time do you gen-
tlemen suggest?

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I would suggest an hour on the con-
ference report, 2 hours on amendments nos. 53 and 54, and
probably an hour on the rest of the amendments in dis-
agreement; in all, a maximum of 4 hours.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Why not adopt the confer-
ence report first and then take up the amendments in dis-
agreement? I am perfectly willing for the gentleman to
have all the time he wants,

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I would like to have a little time on
the conference report itself,

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from
Colorado yield?

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. I yield.

Mr., BUCHANAN. May I suggest to the gentleman from
Kansas that the amendments in disagreement will have to
be voted on as they involve very, very complicated questions.
‘When we are approaching the question of fixing the policy
of Congress for future years I think we ought to have plenty
of time. I would suggest, therefore, that we devote the day
to the consideration of the conference report and the Senate
amendments.

Mr. TABER. That is all right, Mr. Speaker, !Iweca.n
do it. I think we ought first to dispose of the conference
report. It will not take a great while, so far as I can see,
Speaking for myself, I do not want more than 2 or 3 min-
utes, but I think we ought to have a few minutes on the
conference report. Then we can proceed to amendment no.
24 and take it up by itself. Each one of the important
amendments should be given consideration as it is reached.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I may say to the
gentleman from New York that I am perfectly willing, if
necessary, to take all day, but I do not see the necessity for
extended debate on the conference report. I can state the
comparative figures for last year and this year, what the
Senate did and what the House did, in 3 minutes.

Mr. TABER. I think that should be done. Then I would
like 2 or 3 minutes on the conference report, and I think the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. LameerTson] desires a few
minutes.

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes
to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. SNELL., Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman should
first explain the report. Let us know what is in it.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, the first item I
think the House will be concerned about is that the regular
and supplemental estimates were $147,652,441.75, and the
amount that is being recommended by the conferees to the
House is $143,503,957.05.

Mr. Speaker, this bill as it appears before us today is
$4,148,000 under the Budget, and I may say that I am deal-
ing in round figures only. The reason the bill carries more
this year than it did last year is because last year we had
no construction whatever in the bill. Last year the bill
carried $77,000,000. This year it carries $143,500,000. This
increase is represented by construction, which was not in
the bill last year.

The 1937 bill, as it passed the Senate, carried $143,978,000.
The bill as it passed the House carried $381,221,000. In other
words, the net amount that was added to the House bill by
the Senate is $62,757,000—as I say, speaking in round
numbers.

Mr, MAY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. I yield.

Mr. MAY. In what way are the additions made by the
Senate calculated to commit us to a policy with respect to
general improvements, if it does effect any policy, and what
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might be the ultimate expenditure on them over the years
to come?

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. There are about 16 amend-
ments in disagreement, and we will take them up seriatum
and discuss them. As we reach them we shall be able to
answer all these questions.

I may say that the House recessions in conference
amounted to $62,287,267, and the Senate recessions amounted
to $469,800.

That is the principal part of the sum total.

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I yield to the gentleman from
New York.

Mr. SNELL. How much is the increase over the House bill
that the conferees have agreed to? What is the amount of
the increase?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I may say that the Senate bill
is 3,673,000 under the Budget. The House bill was $1,721,000
under the Budget.

Mr. SNELL., The gentleman misunderstood the question.
I intended to ask the gentleman how much is carried in the
Senate bill over the House bill that has been agreed to?
This does not include the amendments in disagreement.

Mr. BANKHEAD. The amount involved in the conference
report?

Mr. SNELL, Yes; the amount involved in the conference
report proper.

Mr. TABER. If the gentleman will yield, I think I can
answer the question.

Mr. BANKHEAD, I understand it is the contention of the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Snein] and the gentleman
from Massachusetts that the increase involved in the con-
ference report is approximately $800,000.

Mr, TABER., I think I can clear this up if the gentleman
will yield.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado, I yield to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. TaBER].

Mr. TABER. As I understand it, the bill as passed by the
House covered $81,221,330.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes.

Mr. TABER. This included something like $26,350,000,
as shown on page 83 of the Budget estimate. The increases
with reference to those items, as I understand i, amounted
to $1,200,000, as puf on by the Senate. The conference report,
the vote on which is now pending, increases those items
$800,000.

Mr. SNELL. - What are the items included in that increase
of $800,000?

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. I do not have those items right
at hand, but they will be brought out and discussed later in
debate.

Mr. AYERS. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I yield to the gentleman from
Montana.

Mr. AYERS. The adoption of the gentleman’s motion to
agree to the conference report does not in any way affect
the consideration by the Members of the House of the mat-
ters in disagreement?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Oh, no.

Mr. AYERS. Which includes amendments 1, 7, 24, and
so forth?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. No. We will have to dicusss
each one of those amendments in disagreement.

Mr. AYERS, The adoption of the gentleman’s motion
does not affect the amendments in disagreement?

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. No.

Mr, Speaker, I yield the gentleman from Kansas [Mr,
LamveeErTsoN] 10 minutes.

Mr, LAMBERTSON, Mr. Speaker and Members of the
House, this is an important day. The House bill recom-
mended eighty-one million to the Interior Department for
the next fiscal year. The Senate amended it by putting
in sixty-three million more—over 70 percent increase.
Amendments 24, 53, and 54 deal with the big increases in
the form of loans for the extension of irrigation projects in
the Mountain States.
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The crux of this situation is contained In amendment 53,
where we are asked to authorize seven gigantic irrigation
projects in seven separate States. It has been the policy of
this subcommittee, in the 3 years I have been a member of
it, to carefully refrain from recommending appropriations
for any new irrigation projects. The reason we gave was
that the Government was extending itself on a policy of cur-
failment of surpluses in agriculfural products. Now sud-
denly, out of an almost clear sky, we are asked to authorize
these seven greal projects and appropriate many millions
immediately for their extension. This ought to be a serious
day. We are asking those of you who agree with us to lay
aside party prejudices and have the courage to vote your
honest convictions. It will take from $600,000,000 to $1,500,-
000,000 to complete the projects asked for in these amend-
ments, Yes; the Budget has O, K."d six of these seven proj-
ects in amendment 53, and to some of you that may seem
to dignify and to justify it. This was all done suddenly by
the Director of the Budget just this last January. To me
it is the most gigantic and indefensible pork barrel which
has come upon this Congress in some time; seven States ap-
proaching us at the same time on the reversal of a policy.
The Washington State project did not need authorization
but was put into this fifty-third amendment to help the
pork barrel. One of the most asinine features of these big
projects is that a great deal of money has been spent by the
P. W. A. and the W. P. A, under allotments by the President
where we are now and finally asked for authorization. This
gets thoroughly under my hide. There ought to be a
righteous reaction with everyone here. Here is required leg-
islative authority for the expenditure of money before these
projects can be completed, yet money has been spent by the
Executive, and now at last the policy of whether these proj-
ects should have ever been started are asked, necessarily,
from the Congress. Another Florida canal. Is it not a
mess? And this is my Government and yours. We of the
Mississippi Valley, in particular, who in the old days favored
the McNary-Haugen bill, and who in this administration
went along with the Chief Executive on the theory that
there was an overproduction and that we had to curtail if
we are fo have American prices for our agricultural prod-
ucts consumed in America. Generally we voted for the
A. A. A, and only this winter for its substitute on soil con-
servation, taking land out of production; and now, amazing
as it may seem, still in this second session of the Seventy-
fourth Congress, we are asked to help all the Pacific States
to make two blades of grass grow where only one grew before,
in spite of all the fancied arguments which will be offered
here today about this extra production not being in compe-
tition with anything else; do not you believe it. Whenever
they raise more, it is just that much more. It may not come
back in the direct manner, but it comes back; food products
may be in cereals or on hoof. The extension of reclamation
and curtailment under soil erosion are diametrically opposed.

This is too expensive. The Government could put its
money to better use in the extension of road construction
than to loan up to $200 and more per acre for agricultural
production. If the Government will loan this money, these
great projects will be accomplished, people will be attracted
to these places, and that is its purpose, to build up these
States in population beyond their natural and normal quotas,
and naturally at the expense of other agricultural lands in
the country.

Furthermore, it is proposed here to loan this money for a
term of 40 years without interest. I wonder if William
Green will think this is not inflation. A great deal was said
here the other day about the inequality in the Frazier-
Lemke bill, that it was so unfair to loan money to farmers
up to 80 percent of the assessed value of the land at 115
percent on abouf an equal number of years. Buf here you
propose to loan it without any interest at all—up to $200 per
acre. Certainly, these values are not even as secure as other
lands, for the water may run out or it may sink away.

All in all, colleagues, I think we should oppose these three
reclamation amendments which the Senate has added to this
bill, We should swat this pork barrel, we should accept the
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policy of curtailment until it is abandoned at least, and,
above all, we should resent the practice of inaugurating, un-
der the disguise of relief, far-reaching projects where first
there should have been an authorization by Congress. I do
not wish the Western States any bad Iuck, but this is an
unfair advantage to a section in agriculture, and the whole
thing is a conglomeration and a mess, and we should defeat
these amendments and postpone it until we take time for a
sober second thought.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 min-
utes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WiGGLES-
WORTH].

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr, Speaker, I rise in opposition
to approval of the conference report. In this connection I
want to emphasize the extent to which the total appropria~
tion carried by this bill has increased in recent years.

For the fiscal year 1934 the bill carried $43,000,000 or
thereabouts. For the next fiscal year the figure rose to
$47,000,000. For the present year, with deficiency items in-
cluded, it went to $77,000,000. When the bill for the next
fiscal year passed the House this year it carried a total of
about $81,000,000. The House will recall that a motion to
recommit, reducing this figure to last year’s figure, offered
by the gentleman from New York [Mr, Tager], was defeated
in the House.

The bill went to the Senate. It returns to us today carry-
ing a total of over $143,000,000, more than $62,000,000 more
than was carried by the bill when it passed the House and
over $100,000,000 more than the bill carried 3 years ago.
Furthermore, this does not include about $780,000 représent-
ing reappropriation of unexpended balances, assuming that
the House approves of amendments 7 and 33 when we reach
them in the course of this discussion.

Of course, a large amount of the increase is in dispute.
Reference has already been made to the $3,700,000 item
carried in amendment no. 24 for Indian irrigation projects.
Reference has also been made to amendments 53 and 54,
providing for a gigantic reclamation program calling for
$57,000,000 or thereabouts now and running into the hun-
dreds of millions, if not billions, of dollars ultimately.

There are 16 items in dispute which, of course, must be
voted on separately by the House, but over and above this
is the conference report itself. The first vote in the House
will be taken on the conference report. It is the report
which is before the House at this time. The report reflects
an increase of $837,127 over and above what was approved
by the House a month or two ago. I regret that illness
prevented me from attending the conference on this bill
I did not sign the conference report. I cannot support the
conference report this morning. Reading the additions
which have been made in the light of the evidence offered
in the Senate hearings and in the supplemental House hear-
ings, it seems to me that concessions have been made fo
the Senate conferees all along the line--concessions which
are not warranted by the facts.

The total, as I say, amounts to $837,127. Time does not
permit going into details. I can only say that in my judg-
ment unjustifiable increases have been made in conference
amounting to several hundred thousand dollars. I am
therefore compelled, Mr. Speaker, to vote against the con-
ference report.

Mr. MOTT. Will the gentleman yield me 3 minutes?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I yield to the gentleman from
Oregon 3 minutes.

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention
of the House to amendment no. 2, on page 2 of the con-
ference report. Under the Taylor grazing bill, provision was
made to pay members of the advisory board a per diem of
$5 and 5 cents a mile travel when in actual attendance or
at work.

The Senate amendment, according to the conference re-
port, proposes to pay those members of that advisory board
a straight salary of $5 a day throughout the year.

Mr. GREEVER, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOTT. I yield.
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Mr. GREEVER. Does not the Senate amendment provide
that they shall only receive $5 a day when actually em-
ployed? That is what the conference report reads.

Mr. MOTT. I do not interpret it that way. The amend-
ment provides that they shall receive $5 a day, according to
the conference report. The printed bill with the Senate
amendments has not yet been made available to Members.
Perhaps the report does not correctly state the amendment.

Mrs. GREENWAY., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOTT. I yield to the lady from Arizona.

Mrs. GREENWAY. Does not the gentleman think that
it is a good thing that local citizens are now included and
allowed a voice in their own affairs with an expense account
to make it practical and just?

Mr. MOTT. That provision I think is proper, but that
was not the point of my objection. I interpret the statement
in the conference report as meaning that the Senate amend-
ment permits payment of a regular salary of $5. If the
amendment does not provide that, I have no objection to it.

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes
to the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. ScrRucHAM],

Mr. SCRUGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendment
provides a uniform remuneration of $5 per diem while actu-
ally employed as a district board. That will probably be
only a comparatively few days out of every year.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. It expressly says it is only
while they are on duty. There are only 482 in the whole
United States to regulate grazing on the public domain of
80,000,000 acres.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BUCHANAN],

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, just for fear some con-
fusion exists in the minds of some of my colleagues relative
to this conference report, let me state there can be no possi-
ble objection to the adoption of this conference report as
agreed to by the conferees and presented to the House., The
House conferees yielded about seven or eight hundred thou-
sand dollars of increases of the Senate in the bill as it
passed the House. That is close enough. You cannot expect
them not to yield anything. So the conference report ought
to be adopted. The amendments which follow the adoption
of the conference report will be before the House, and the
House ought to further insist on some of them, and you
will hear the reasons for that when we come to it, but this
report should be adopted.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield me 5
minutes?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Let me repeat what the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. Bucaanan] just said. We reach all
these things when we come to them. Why should we thrash
it out in advance?

Mr. RICH. I would like to say for about a week I have
been trying to find out when this was coming on the floor.
The majority leader said we would have plenty of time to
discuss it.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Very well. I yield the gentle-
man 5 minutes right now.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt but that the
gentleman from Texas and these other conferees have been
trying to keep this appropriation down to the limit, but I
want fto call attention fo the fact that in the appropriation
bill they have $26,350,000 additional over what it was last
year for public works, The amounft of the Interior De-
partment appropriation bill last year was over $77,000,000.
When it left the House this year it was over $81,000,000, but
if we add the things which the Senate wants to put in in
these 16 iftems which are in dispute, they are asking for
$64,710,000, and that includes $2,500,000 for administration
expenses. When you finally complete all these projects
which they want you to approve in item 54 alone, you will
have over a billion dollars of expenses that will be saddled
onto the taxpayers of the country in the future. You must
have somebody to operate these projects and add to our
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national burden. It will be an additional expense to the
children who are coming on in this country, and I say to you
Members of Congress now that you are simply stealing the
savings of future generations. This Congress in the past 2
years has been doing things which it never should do. In
the first place, you gave the President of the United States
$4,880,000,000. You gave up your rights, You have all stood
up here in the House this year and condemned that very
thing. Then you gave the President $1,500,000,000 more in
the deficiency bill to do some more. They are not satisfied
with that wrong way of doing things. They come in here
and ask for these 16 projects to be approved, and before you
get through with them you will have to spend over & billion
dollars more.

Look at the statement of the Federal Treasury at the pres-
ent time—thirty-three billions in debt and going in the red
at the rafe of six hundred thousand per hour. It is nice for
us to come here and say nice things about ourselves and pat
each other on the back and say, “Oh, we are a bunch of
good fellows.” I would like to do it if I could, but I think we
are a bunch of boobs when we take everything that the Senate
sends over here for us to approve and agree to this legis-
lation, and then mortgage the children of the future for these
follies. We do not have any common sense. Where are these
projects? They are out in the Northwest. Look at the mem-
bers on this conference committee from the Senate. They
are mostly from the Northwest, and they want these projects
for their own States at the expense of our taxpayers. They
will bring in over 3,000,000 acres of agricultural ground.
What for? To raise more produce, when you are trying to
get the farmers of this country to stop producing, when you
are buying submarginal lands to put them out of cultivation.
We just do not use good judgment. We just do not use com-
mon sense in doing these things. Plug up one hole and make
another. Here we are asked to bring in 3,000,000 acres of
irrigated ground when we should be protecting the farmers,
who are now requested to curtail production because they
have no markets for their farm products.

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RICH. 1 yield.

Mr. THURSTON. A vote against the conference report
will be a vote against these projects which will cost about a
billion and a half dollars.

Mr. RICH. The gentleman is correct.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre-
vious question on the adoption of the conference report.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer-
ence report.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. Taser) there were ayes 87 and noes 22.

So the conference report was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment
in disagreement.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 1: Page 4, line 22, “payments for the cost of

packing, crating, and transportation (mcluding d:ame) of per-
sonal effects of em.plcyees upon permanent of station, un-
der regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior.”

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House recede and concur in the Senate amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend-
ment in disagreement.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. T7: Page 14, line 16, after the word *“deposit”,
insert: “Provided further, Thatottheunexpmdedbalamo!
moneys a.pprupriated to carry out the provisions of title II of the
National Industrial Recovery Act of June 16, 1933, such amount,
not exceeding $750,000, as the Federal Emergency Administrator of
Public Works may deem necessary is hereby made available for
surveys and resurveys of public lands during the fiscal years 1936
and 1937, to be expended under the supervision of the Commis-
sioner of the General Land Office in accordance with regulations
prescribed by the Federal Emergency Administrator of Public
Works,”
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Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House recede and concur in the Senate amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend-
ment in disagreement.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 24: Page 41, after line 6, insert: “For the con-
struction, repalir, and rehabilitation of irrigation systems on Indian
reservations; for the purchase or rental of equipment, tools, and
appliances; for the acquisition of rights-of-way, and payment of
damages in connection with such irrigation systems; for the de-
velopment of domestic and stock water and water for subsistence
gardens; for the purchase of water rights, ditches, and lands
needed for such projects; and for drainage and protection of irri-
ig&}?lelandatromdamagebyﬂmdsurloaso!waterﬂghts,as
ollows:

“Arizona: Colorado River, as authorized by section 2 of the
Rivers and Harbors Act, approved August 30, 1835, $1,000,000;
Havasupal, $5,000; Hopi, $50,000; Navajo, &70000 Ak Chin, $3,000;
Navajo and Hopi (domestic and stock water), $45,000; Chiu Chui,
$5,000; Papago (domestic and stock water), $26,400; San Xavier,
$30,000; Salt River, $55,000; San Carlos, $25,000; Fort Apache.
$10,000;

“Colorado: Consolidated Ute, $65,000, reimbursable; Pine River,
$1,000,000, reimbursable;

“Montana: Crow, $100,000, reimbursable; Fort Belknap, §12,000;
Fort Peck, 5125000 reimbursable.

“Nevada: Fort McDermitt, $2,000; Moapa, £5,000; Summit Lake,
$5,000; Walker River, $5,000; miscellaneous (garden tracts), $5,000.

“New Mexico: Navajo, $69,500; Pueblo, $240,100; Jicarilla, $13,000;
Navajo and Pueblo (domestic and stock water), $60,000.

“North Dakota: Miscellaneous (domestic and stock water and
garden tracts), $15,000.

“Oklahoma: Miscellaneous (garden tracts), 16,000,

“Oregon: Warm Springs, $10,000; miscellaneous (garden tracts),

$5,000

“South Dakota: Miscellaneous (domestic and stock water),
$10,000.

“Utah: Uncompahgre, $10,000; Oljeto and Montezuma Creeks,

,000; miscellaneous (garden tracts), §5,000.

“Washington: Lummi, $20,000; Makah (dikes and flood gates),
$5,000; Wapato, $100,000, reimbursable; Klickitat, $50,000; miscel-
laneous (domestic and stock water and garden tracts), $20,000.

“Wisconsin: Miscellaneous (garden tracts), $5,000.

"Wyoming: Wind River, $105,000, reimbursable.

“For miscellaneous small irrigation developments, $200,000.

Wmﬁwmmmmmmmm
District of Columbia and elsewhere, $100,000.

“In all, $3,710,5600, to be immediately avallable: Provided, That
the romgul.ng amounts may be used interchangeably, in the discre-
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, but not more than 10 percent
of any specific amount shall be transferred to any other amount,
and no appropriation shall be increased by more than 15 percent:
Provided further, That when necessary the foregoing amounts may
be used for subjugating lands for which irrigation facilities are
being developed.”

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr, Speaker, I move that the
House recede and concur in the Senate amendment with the
following amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Tavior of Colorado moves that the House recede from its

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate no. 24, with an
amendment, as follows:

“In line 10, the first line of the second of said amend-
accordance

:{;ﬁf ’Prter the word by’ insert the following: ‘and in

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
further insist on its disagreement to the amendment of the
Senate no. 24,

Mr, Speaker, I realize that the motion to recede and con-
cur is a preferential motion. I ask a division of the motion
to recede and concur.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to a division of
the motion. The question is, Will the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr, Speaker, I 